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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 



1 . Applicant's arguments filed 5/8/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

2. As to Applicant's argument that, "neither Barton nor Reese teaches 'determining whether 
the requested content resides in the encrypted form on a second hard disk recorder'" (Remarks, 
page 8, lines 24-26), the Examiner respectfully disagrees. The Examiner has used the Barton 
reference to teach the limitation of determining if the requested content is encrypted, see at least 
Barton [0085] which states, "the DVR maintains with the database object describing the media 
stream the copy protection information associated with the media stream (including whether the 
stream is stored encrypted)". In addition as admitted by the Applicant, all media content on the 
DVR hard disk is stored in an encrypted state and only decrypted when viewed, therefore if the 
requested content is found on any hard drive of the Reese as modified reference (Barton [0085]); 
it is determined to be encrypted by default. The Examiner views the linked DVRs of the Reese as 
modified reference as a single DVR with pooled resources as indicated in Reese [0027]. 
Therefore, a search for requested content is not limited to a particular DVR, but to the linked 
DVRs configured to act as a single DVR. For at least the reasons above, the rejection of the 
claims is maintained. 

3. As to Applicant's argument that, "Barton teaches away from 'determining whether the 
requested content resides in the encrypted form on a second hard disk recorder' and 'displaying 
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the requested content on a display device coupled to the first hard disk recorder'" (Remarks, 
page 9, lines 3-6), the Examiner respectfully disagrees. The determination of encryption is 
addressed above. The Applicant is directed to Barton [0092-0093] which shows an example of 
an update method between a portable DVR and a home DVR. In this case the portable DVR is 
viewed as the first DVR and the home DVR is the second DVR. The portable DVR receives 
programming updates and requested programming for viewing on the portable DVR. For at least 
the reasons above, the rejection of the claims is maintained. 

Response to Amendment 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. No Information Disclosure Statement has been submitted with the application. 

Claim Objections 

5. In light of Applicant's amendments, the previous objections to the claims have been 
withdrawn. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
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6. In light of Applicant's arguments, the previous 35 USC 1 12, 1st paragraph rejection of 
claim 1 has been withdrawn. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

9. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 
Application Publication No. 2002/0141732 to Reese et al. (hereinafter Reese) in view of US 
Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0095791 to Barton et al. (hereinafter Barton). 



As to claim 1, Reese teaches: 

a. Receiving a request to view content on a first hard disk recorder (Reese, 
paragraph [0021]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/690,053 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2134 

Reese decodes video content (Reese, paragraph 12), but does not expressly mention the 
encryption schemes. However, in an analogous art, Barton teaches: 

b. Determining whether the requested content resides in an encrypted form on the 
first hard disk recorder, wherein the encrypted form comprises encryption via a local 
encryption scheme (Content is stored in encrypted form on a hard disk) (Barton, 
paragraph [0085]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to implement the networked DVRs of Reese with the encryption scheme of 
Barton in order to protect video content from theft as suggested by Barton (Barton, paragraph 
[0085]). 

Reese as modified further teaches: 

c. If the requested content does not reside on the first hard disk recorder, 
determining whether the requested content resides in the encrypted form (Barton, 
paragraph [0085]) on a second hard disk recorder (A DVRC in the network of Reese can 
act as a master device and a slave device simultaneously. Thus, the master DVRC can 
issue a control signal to itself (Reese, paragraph [0020]), and display the selected video 
image whether it resides on the master DVRC or from other DVRs or DVRCs in the 
network.) (Reese, paragraph [0023]). 

c. Decrypting the requested content via a local encryption scheme (Barton, 
paragraph [0080]). 
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d. Displaying the requested content on a display device coupled to the first hard disk 
recorder (Reese, paragraph [0020]). 

As to claim 2, Reese as modified teaches storing the requested content within a memory 
located within the first hard disk recorder (Reese, paragraph [0013]). 

As to claim 3, Reese as modified teaches remotely accessing the requested content on the 
first hard disk recorder (master DVR can remotely control the slave DVRs) (Reese, paragraph 
[0012]). 

10. Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 
Application Publication No. 2002/0141732 to Reese et al. (hereinafter Reese) in view of US 
Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0095791 to Barton et al. (hereinafter Barton) as applied 
to claim 1 above, and further in view of US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0051 151 to 
Asano et al. (hereinafter Asano). 

As to claim 10, Reese as modified teaches: 

a. Receiving the requested content on the first hard disk recorder from a content 
source (content downloaded from the service center over the internet) (Barton, 
paragraphs [0055-557]). 
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Reese as modified teaches the use of session keys and other cryptographic keys to secure 
communications between the DVR and the service center, but does not expressly mention 
decrypting content and re-encrypting the content. However, in an analogous art, Asano teaches: 

b. Decrypting the requested content utilizing a decryption key received from the 
content source (downloaded contents that are encrypted are decrypted) (Asano, paragraph 
[0015]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to implement the networked DVRs of Reese as modified with the decryption and 
re-encryption of downloaded content of Asano in order to be able to use content according to the 
license granted to the apparatus as suggested by Asano (Asano, paragraph [0015]). 

Reese as modified further teaches: 

c. Re-encrypting the requested content utilizing the local encryption scheme (re- 
encryption is done with apparatus's own key) (Asano, paragraph [0015]). 

d. Storing the re-encrypted requested content in a shared memory (Barton, paragraph 
[0085]). 

As to claim 11, Reese as modified teaches storing the re-encrypted content in a shared 
memory located within the first hard disk recorder (Barton, paragraph [0085]). 

As to claim 12, Reese as modified teaches storing the re-encrypted content in a shared 
memory located within the second hard disk recorder (content stored on portable DVR) (Barton, 
paragraph [0092]). 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to WILLIAM S. POWERS whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8573. The examiner can normally be reached on m-f 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on 571 272 3811. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/W. S. P./ William S. Powers 

Examiner, Art Unit 2134 Examiner 

Art Unit 2134 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2134 



